We prove that the connectivity of a connected strongly regular graph equals its valency.
A strongly regular graph (with parameters v, k, A, JL) is a finite undirected graph without loops or multiple edges such that (i) has v vertices, (ii) it is regular of degree k, (iii) each edge is in A triangles, (iv) any two.nonadjacent points are joined by JL paths of length 2. For basic properties see Cameron [1] or Seidel [3] . The connectivity of a graph is the minimum number of vertices one has to remove in oroer to make it disconnected (or empty). Our aim is to prove the following proposition. Now let lsi~k. Since B is not a singleton we can find two points x, y in B such that Is n T(x)1~k -r and Is n T(y)1~k -r, so that these points have at least k -2r common neighbours in S.
Let us first consider the case where r has nonintegral eigenvalues. In this case we have for some t:(v,k,A,JL)=(4t+l,2t,t-l,t) and r=(-I+Jv)/2. The inequality max( A, JL )~k -2r gives here 2r~t, i.e. t E {I, 2}, but for t = 2 the eigenvalues are integral, so we have t = 1 and T is a pentagon. But clearly the }\\roposition is true in this case. Now assume rand s are integral. We have In cases (iii), (v), (vi) we have Ji = k+ 2 -lot so IBI =Ji and lsi = k. Since v < 2Ji + k we have IAI < Ji and A must be a clique; but the Petersen graph does not contain 3-cliques and the Shrikhande graph does not contain 4-cliques; also, if A is a 6-clique in a Chang  graph and a, b, CEA then r(a)nS, r(b)nS and r(c) nS are three 7-sets in the 12-set S such that any two meet in precisely two points-impossible. This eliminates cases (iii), (v) and (vi).
We are left with the two infinite families of the lattice graphs and the triangular graphs. In both cases it is very easy to see that if x, yare nonadjacent points then there exist k paths joining x and y and having no other vertices in common, where these paths are entirely contained within {x, y} u r(x) u r(y). (It follows that lsi~k and hence lsi = k.)
Assume that S separates x and y, then r (x) n T (y ) c S.
Also we have that . 
